Section Il
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tripp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dominant soil condition but does not eliminate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest layer are for the thickest layer above
and excluding the bottom layer. The numbers in the value columns range from 0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottom layer or thickest layer of the soil is

a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

I
Map syl mbol |Pct| Potentlal source of | Potential source of | Potential source of

and sorl name of | reclamation material | roadfill | topsoil
|
un|t| | |
| |
Rating class and [Value| Rating class and [Value| Rating class and [Value
limiting features | | limiting features | | limiting features |
| | | | |
[ [ |
AaB2: , | [ | |
Anselmo————————————- | 90 |Poor | |Good | Good |
Wind erosion  [0.00 | |
Low content of |0.88 | | ] |
organic matter | | | |
[ [ |
AbB: [ | (! |
Anselmo————————————- | 90 |Fair | |Good | |Good
Low content of ]0.88 | | |
organic matter | | | |
[ [ |
AbC: [ | (!
Anselmo————————————- | 90 |Fair | |Good | |Good
Low content of ]0.88 | | |
organic matter | | | |
[ [ |
AbD: | |
Anselmo————————————- | 90 |Fair | |Good | |Fair |
Low content of ]0.88 | | | Slope |0.37
organic matter | | | |
[ [ |
ARC: I | | |
Anselmo————————————- | 50 |Fair | |Good | |Good |
Low content of ]0.88 | | |
organic matter | | | |
Holt | 40 |Fair | |Po | |Fal |
Droughty [0.17 | Depth to bedrock 10.00 | Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58 | | | Sodium content |0.98
Sodium content |0.97 | | |
[ [ |
AtD: | |
Anselmo————————————- | 55 |Fair | |Good | |Fair |
Low content of ]0.88 | | | Slope |0.04
organic matter | |
Longpine——————————— | 20 [Poor | |Po
Droughty [0.00 | Depth to bedrock 10.00 | Depth to bedroc |0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 | | | Slope
Low content of ]0.88 | | | Rock fragments |0 97
organic matter | | | |
[ | |
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
AVA:
Ansel mp————————————- 55 [Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.88
organic nmatter
Vet al 30 |Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Ba:
Bi gbend——————————— 50 |Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.50 Sodi um cont ent 0.98
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
| naval e-————————————- 30 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Wnd erosion 0.00
Low content of 0.12
organic natter
Dr ought y 0.91
Munj or ————————————— 15 | Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.12 Car bonate content|0.92
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92
BnC:
Bor o 45 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
M 11 boro-———————————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
BnC:
Boyd 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00 Too O ay e% 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
BoD:
Boyd 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
WAt er erosion 0.99 Sl ope 0.92
Okat on—————————————— 25 | Poor Not Rat ed Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too O ay e%/) 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 09 Depth to bedrock |0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0.92 Sl ope 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
Bp:
Bri dgeport —————————- 65 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
Bt :
Bri dgeport —————————- 65 |Fair Poor CGood
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
CaB:
Canni ng——————-——————- 85 | Poor CGood Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Hard to reclaim |0.08
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
ChD:
Canni ng——————-——————- 50 | Poor CGood Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic natter
Hard to reclaim |0.08
Mur do 30 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.39 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Sl ope 0.63
Cc:
Carter —————————————— 80 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Salinity 0. 88
Cd:
Cass 85 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
ChA:
Chappel | ~———————————- 80 |Fair CGood Poor
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.84
CnC
Chappel | ~—————————- 55 | Fair CGood Poor
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.84
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Di x 25 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Dr ought y 0. 09 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Hard to reclaim |0.02
DaA:
Di x 90 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Dr ought y 0. 09 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Hard to reclaim |0.02
DbD:
Di x 85 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Dr ought y 0. 09 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Hard to reclaim |0.02
Sl ope 0. 04
B:
Doger 88 | Poor CGood Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Wnd erosion 0.00
Dr ought y 0. 96
DmA:
Doger 50 | Poor CGood Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Wnd erosion 0.00
Dr ought y 0. 96
El smere-———————————— 40 | Poor Fai r Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Depth to 0.76 Too sandy 0. 00
saturated zone
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0.76
organic nmatter saturated zone
Dr ought y 0.84
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
DnC2:
Dunday——--—--———————- 90 | Poor CGood Fair
W nd erosion 0. 00 Too sandy 0.32
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Too sandy 0. 32
Dr ought y 0.87
Doger 3 Poor CGood Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Wnd erosion 0.00
Dr ought y 0. 96
DuC:
Dunday—---—————————- 50 | Poor CGood Fair
W nd erosion 0. 00 Too sandy 0.32
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Too sandy 0.32
Dr ought y 0.87
Doger 40 | Poor CGood Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Wnd erosion 0.00
Dr ought y 0. 96
Em
El smere-———————————— 85 | Poor Fai r Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Depth to 0.76 Too sandy 0. 00
saturated zone
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0.76
organic nmatter saturated zone
Dr ought y 0.84
EpE:
Eppi ng———————————- 80 | Poor Not Rat ed Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 68 Sl ope 0. 00
Low content of 0.88
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Er:
Erd 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Salinity 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 96 Depth to 0.91 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99
Es:
Erd 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Salinity 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 96 Depth to 0.91 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone saturated zone
Wat er erosion 0.99
Capa 25 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Salinity 0. 00
organic nmatter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Gp:
Othents, Gavelly——| 98 [Not rated Not rated Not rated
Ha:
Bi gbend-——————————— 90 |Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.50 Sodi um cont ent 0.98
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
HbA:
Hol t 60 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Dr ought y 0.17 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Sodi um cont ent 0.98
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
Ansel mp————————————- 30 |Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.88
organic matter
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
HgA:
Huggi ns————————————- 85 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayet/) 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too O ay e% 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.16 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.16
Dr ought y 0.42 Shri nk-swel | 0. 30
Hk B:
Huggi ns————————————- 45 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.16 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.16
Dr ought y 0.42 Shri nk-swel | 0. 30
Kadoka—————————————- 40 | Fair Poor Fai r
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.92
Hr:
Hurl ey——-————————- 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0.00 Sodi um cont ent 0.00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
la:
| naval e-————————————- 90 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Wnd erosion 0.00
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.84
lc:
| naval e-———————————— 65 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Wnd erosion 0.00
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.84
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
KaA:
Kadoka—————————————- 85 [Fair Poor Fai r
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.92
KbD:
Kadoka—————————————- 60 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 37
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Shri nk-swel | 0.92
Eppi ng————————————- 25 | Poor Not Rat ed Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 96
Low content of 0.88
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
Ke:
Keya 90 | Good Poor Good
Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.92
Ko:
Kol I s 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
LkC:
Lakoma—————————————- 50 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too C ayeﬁ 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 80
Car bonate content| 0. 80
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elinminate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
M 11 boro-———————————= 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
LoD:
Lakoma—————————————- 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 37
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Car bonate content| 0. 80 Car bonat e content| 0. 80
Wat er erosion 0.99
Okat on—————————————— 25 | Poor Not Rat ed Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too C aye% 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 09 Depth to bedrock |0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0.37
WAt er erosion 0.99
LwA:
Lowry 90 |Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
MaA:
mMant er —————————————- 85 | Good Good Fai r
Rock fragnents 0.97
MaB:
mMant er —————————————- 80 | Good Good Fai r
Rock fragnents 0.97
M E:
Mant er —————————————- 50 | Good Fai r Poor
Sl ope 0. 08 Sl ope 0. 00
Rock fragnents 0.97
Ansel mp————————————- 30 |Fair Fai r Poor
Low content of 0. 88 Sl ope 0.98 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Wh:
Aquol | s———————————— 96 |Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 68 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Too C ayey 0.53
MbA:
M 11 boro-—————=—————= 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
MoB:
M 11 boro-———————————- 80 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
M C:
M 11 boro-———————————- 80 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
M :
Mosher —————————————- 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Too O ayey 0.44
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.76 Sodi um cont ent 0.90
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Ms:
Mbsher —————————————- 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0.44
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.76 Sodi um cont ent 0.90
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
Jer aul d————————————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0. 32 Too O ayey 0.19
Salinity 0. 88
Wat er erosion 0.99
Mu:
Munj or —————————————- 90 |Fair CGood Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Car bonate content|0.92
organic natter
Car bonate content|0.92
CaF:
Okat on—————————————— 70 | Poor Not Rat ed Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00 Too O ay e%/) 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 09 Depth to bedrock |0.00
WAt er erosion 0.99
OoE:
Okat on—————————————— 55 | Poor Not Rat ed Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr oughty 0.00 Sl ope 0.00 Too Cl ay e%/) 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 09 Depth to bedrock |0.00
WAt er erosion 0.99
Lakoma—————————————- 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr oughty 0.00 Low strength 0.00 Too Cl ay eg 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Car bonate content| 0. 80 Sl ope 0.50 Car bonate content| 0. 80
WAt er erosion 0.99
CcF:
Okat on—————————————— 60 | Poor Not Rat ed Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00 Too O ay eg 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 09 Depth to bedrock |0.00
WAt er erosion 0.99
Rock Qutcrop, Soft--| 30 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
On:
Mbsher —————————————- 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Too O ayey 0.44
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.76 Sodi um cont ent 0.90
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Co:
Onita 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 60
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.90
Mosher —————————————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0.44
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.76 Sodi um cont ent 0.90
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
O C:
Opal 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too C aye% 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
GsE:
Opal 55 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
WAt er erosion 0.99 Sl ope 0.92
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Sansar c————————————— 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too d aye% 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0. 60 Sl ope 0.92
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
Oow.
O wet 90 | Poor Fai r Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Depth to 0.14 Too sandy 0. 00
saturated zone
Carbonate content| 0. 84 Depth to 0.14
saturated zone
Low content of 0.88
organic nmatter
Pr A:
Prom se-——————————— 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Pr B:
Prom se-———————————— 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
PrC.
Prom se-———————————— 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
PsA:
wendt e—————————————- 80 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Pt A:
H | me——————- 90 | Poor Fai r Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 64 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Q .
Othents, Gavelly—| 98 [Fair Poor Poor
Low cont ent of 0.12 Sl ope 0. 00 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic matter
Too sandy 0.14 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0.29 Too sandy 0.14
Hard to reclaim |0.18
RaA:
Ree 85 [Fair Good Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Too O ayey 0.81
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.98
RaB:
Ree 85 [Fair Good Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Too O ayey 0.81
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.98
RaC:
Ree 84 [Fair Good Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Too O ayey 0.81
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.98
RaD:
Ree 80 [Fair Good Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.98 Too O ayey 0.81
ReA:
Rel i ance-——————————= 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.59
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
ReB:
Rel i ance-——————————- 80 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.59
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.90
ReC:
Rel i ance-——————————- 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.59
organic nmatter
Wat er erosion 0.90
ReC2:
Rel i ance-——————————- 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.59
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
Rf A
Ronson—-———————————— 85 | Poor Poor Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58
Low content of 0.88
organic nmatter
RoB:
Ronson—————————————- 45 | Poor Poor Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58
Low content of 0.88
organic nmatter
Longpi ne———————————- 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock |0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Rock fragnents 0.97
Low content of 0.88
organic nmatter
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
RsB:
Rosebud-——————————— 85 [Fair Poor Fai r
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Dr ought y 0.74
Low content of 0.88
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
RuC:
Rosebud-———-——————— 60 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Dr ought y 0.74
Low content of 0.88
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
Canyon—-————————————— 25 | Poor Not Rat ed Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Rock fragnents 0. 88
Low content of 0.88
organic nmatter
RuD:
Rosebud-———————————— 55 [Fair Poor Fair
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 37
Dr ought y 0.74 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Low content of 0.88
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Canyon—————————————— 35 | Poor Not Rat ed Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock |0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0.37
Low content of 0. 88 Rock fragnents 0. 88
organic natter
SaE:
Sansar c————————————— 65 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr oughty 0.00 Sl ope 0.00 Too C ayeg 0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00
Low content of 0. 60 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
Opal 25 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ay e% 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
WAt er erosion 0.99 Sl ope 0.50
ScF:
Sansar c————————————— 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr oughty 0.00 Sl ope 0.00 Too Cl ay e% 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00
Low content of 0. 60 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
Rock Qutcrop, Soft-—-| 30 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
ShE:
Schanber ~——————————- 45 | Poor Poor Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Hard to reclaim |0.00
organic nmatter
Rock fragnents 0. 00
Mur do 35 | Poor Fai r Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Sl ope 0.50 Sl ope 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Too sandy 0. 00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.39 Rock fragnents 0. 00
Hard to reclaim |0.00
So:
Scot t 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
saturated zone
Too acid 0.84 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
SsB:
Shena 82 | Poor Not Rat ed Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Too cl ayey 0. 00
Bul | creek—————————- 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Salinity 0. 00
organic nmatter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
TaE:
Longpi ne———————————- 80 [ Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Low content of 0. 88 Rock fragnents 0.97
organic nmatter
TrF:
Longpi ne———————————- 50 [ Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Low content of 0. 88 Rock fragnents 0.97
organic nmatter
Rock Qutcrop, Hard-—-| 25 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
VabD:
Val enti ne-——————————- 90 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
W nd erosion 0. 00 Sl ope 0.63
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.71
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
vdC.
Val enti ne——————————- 50 [ Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Wnd erosion 0.00
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.71
Dunday——---————————- 40 | Poor CGood Fai r
W nd erosion 0. 00 Too sandy 0.32
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Too sandy 0.32
Dr ought y 0.87
VnD:
Val enti ne——————————- 60 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
W nd erosion 0. 00 Sl ope 0.63
Low content of 0.12
organic natter
Dr ought y 0.71
Longpi ne———————————- 20 [ Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0.63
Low content of 0. 88 Rock fragnents 0.97
organic matter
Vit :
Vet al 85 [Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
W,
Water (|l ess Than 40
Acres) ~———————————- 100 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
VA:
Wanbl ee————————————- 50 | Poor Not Rat ed Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Salinity 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Salinity 0. 88 Sodi um cont ent 0.90
Sodi um cont ent 0.90
Wat er erosion 0.99
Wor t mn-—-——————————- 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Dr ought y 0.49 Low strength 0.22 Salinity 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0.93 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Wb:
WANn 85 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0. 88 Depth to 0.91 Depth to 0.91
organic nmatter saturated zone saturated zone
WeE:
West over ———————————— 90 |Fair Fai r Poor
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0.92 Sl ope 0. 00
organic matter
Hard to reclaim |0.00
W A:
Wewel a—————————————- 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Wnd erosion 0.00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too Cl ay e%/) 0. 00
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
Depth to bedrock |0.58
WAt er erosion 0.99
A
Wewel a—————————————- 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too O ay eg 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 05 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.00
organic nmatter
Depth to bedrock |0.58
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
B:
Wewel a—————————————- 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too O ay e% 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 05 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.00
organic nmatter
Depth to bedrock |0.58
WAt er erosion 0.99
Wh:
Wi t el ake——————————- 90 | Poor Good Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Salinity 0. 88
organic matter
Salinity 0. 88
VK
Wi t el ake——————————- 50 | Poor Good Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Salinity 0.88
organic matter
Salinity 0. 88
Lute 30 | Poor Fai r Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Depth to 0.53 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
saturated zone
Too al kal i ne 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0.53
organic matter saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Wh:
Wtten———————————- 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99

SD-NRCS- JULY 2002



Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Tri pp County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Wo:
Wor t mn-—-——————————- 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Dr ought y 0.49 Low strength 0.22 Salinity 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0.93 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Salinity 0. 88
Wat er erosion 0.99

SD-NRCS- JULY 2002






